EPA Region 10 comments to ITD on FEIS and ITD’s responses as published in the ROD

Related to LEDPA and the Clean Water Act

ITD defers LEDPA determination to ACE during the CWA process.
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51j See FEIS Response to EPA comments (L-28) in FEIS section 10.3. The LEDPA will be determined by the USACE
during the Section 404 permitting process after the 404{b){1) analysis has been performed.
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51m Thank you for your clarification of the definition of “practicability”. The LEDPA will be determined by the
USACE during the Section 404 permitting process after the 404(b}{1) analysis has been developed. While ITD has
considered the maintenance and operating costs during the EIS analysis, these costs were not factored into the
construction costs and is therefore consistent with EPA’s policy of not including those costs in the 404(b)(1)
analysis. Practicable alternatives will be evaluated by USACE during the Section 404 permitting process. See
General Response Alternatives regarding the rationale for selecting the E-2 Alternative.

Sin

51n See Response F-51m. See FEIS page 154 for a description of what is included in the costs stated in the FEIS. The
clarification that the practicability of alternatives is not a relative comparison is clarified in the ROD under Section
6, Permits.
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51q The FEIS alternatives are based upon a conceptual level of detail. Additional design detail will be available
during final design when geotechnical and topographic information is available.

The LEDPA will be determined during final design when more detail is available.

51t

51t The FEIS disclosed that the E-2 Alternative will impact the greatest amount of wetlands and will affect higher
quality wetlands compared to the other alternatives.

It will affect headwater tributaries that drain to the South Fork Palouse River, a TMDL-listed water. Mitigation
measures are discussed in the ROD Section 7, Mitigation-Avoidance, Minimization and Compensatory Mitigation.
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General Response Alternative

Why did FHWA and ITD identify the E-2 Alternative as their preferred olternative?

The E-2 Alternative was identified as FHWA's and ITD's Preferred Alternative because it balances the human and
natural resource impacts with the public need for g safe and efficient transportation system. Some of the
considerations are:

U It would have the greatest safety improvement

1 It would have the fewest access points

U It would have the shortest length of five lane section and therefore would be safer

[ It would have the least effect to streams

(7 It would avoid effects to cultural/Section 4(f) resources, floodplains and business impacts.

The primary disadvantages of E-2 Alternative compared to the other alternatives are that it will be located along
the base of Paradise Ridge and will be closer to it but will not go over it. This could increase weed establishment
and spread up to 0.6 miles from the roadway. Paradise Ridge provides moderate or marginal ungulate habitat and
E-2 will affect pine stands that offer long-eared myotis, northern alligator lizard and pygmy nuthatch habitat. The
pine stands also provide habitat for other diverse species. See General Response NEPA for detail regarding the
NEPA process.

ROD: US-95 Thorncreek Road to Moscow 51 March 2016
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